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The Soviets have long understood the prerequisites for achieving
combat success at the operational and tactical levels of war, Amdng
these prerequisites is the necessity for conducting efficient, rapid
maneuver, Long-term Soviet belief in the utility of operational
maneuver is well-documented in Soviet military works and, to an
increasing degree, 1n Western analyses of Soviet operational technigues,
Western appreciation of Soviet concern for tactical maneuver, however,
is less mature, Most Western analysses portray Soviet tactical combat
measures collectively as steamrcller tactics, characterized by Soviet
use of overwhelming, desply echelonsd concentrations of forces committed
to combat in conjunction with massive amounts of fire support,  Once
this massive force has disrupted or destroyed enemy tactical defenses,

then, and only then, do Sovietbt operational maneuver forces go into

-+

action, using maneuver to project forces deep into the enemy rear,

This Dr, Jeykll-Mr, Hyde characterization of Soviet offensive
technigues postulates early reliance on concentrated forces atitacking in
basically linear fashion followed by wholesale reversion to artful,
flexible operational manzuver, Centralized control, inflexibility, and
commensuyate de-emphasis of initiative characterize the rarly
{penetration) phase, while just the reverse applies to suwbsequent

andebly, mast Westerners question whether

r
the Zoviet Army can adjust to meet the reguirements of the exploitation
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Close examination of contemporary Soviet military theoretical works
and Soviet military practices (past and present) contradict this
sterectypical view, Ths Soviets stress the wtility of mansuver during
all pbases of offensive action and have, in fact, seriously considered
the necessity for employing maneuver from the very onset of operations
as they ponder the circumstances of how and when they would attack, In
recent ysars the Soviets have increasingly emphasized the utility of an
offensive after only limited preparations to exploit mansuver to the
a1 mum,

This article examines Soviet views on tactical maneuver within its
important operational context, The treatment proceseds from the
assumption that the Soviets cannot successfully employ operational
maneuver until they master technigues for the conduct of tactical
maneuver, For, just as operational success directly depends on the
achievement of tactical success, so also does operational maneuver
depend for success on skillfuwl conduct of tactical maneuwver, One simply
camot exist without the other,

The most important functional entity tasked with performing the
critical combat function of tactical maneuver is the forward detachment
[peredoyn) gtriadl, This task-organized and tailored combat force has
existed in theory since the 1330s and as an important combat entity .

since late 1242, In recent years it has assumed an even more imporiant

. .. combat role in a variety of combat situations (offense, defense, meeting

P - DN - . . . .

: s, engagem=nt, and pursuit’ in the service of a wide variety of operational
)

X - and tactical forces Carmy, corps, division, and regiment), Although
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today the forward detachment is one of the most important elements of

Soviet operational and tactical formations and a motive force in

tactiral combat, Western analysts have generally iognored its existence,
) ¥
The Soviets describe the forward detachment as a:

reinforced tank (motzrized rifle, naval infantry? subunit
(unit? designated to JﬂdEILﬂkt indepencent local missions
during combat | 154, On Lthe offensse the forwsrd
detachment is emploved for rapid penstration into the

the snemy defenss, for securing imporiznt
ub;eciivea Cposltions?) amd for fulfilling other missions
on the defense for operations in the security zone,?

The forward detachrent differs fundamentally from other forces apsrating
in advance of a main force since it performs a2 distinct combat function
while other "advance" forces (advance guard, reconnalssance wnits)

perform either recomnaissance or secwrity functions, Essentially the

forward Jdetachment's offensive actions are pre-emptive in nature,

]

Thee Zoviets defined the requivement for forward detachment

i bhrowghowt the 19203, The concept

1.

evolved o full fruition in consonance with Soviet development of
motorized and mechanized {orces,  Juring the Great Patricotic War,
particularly after late 124%, the Soviets emploved forward detachments

oo initiate and perpetuate deep operational manswver, By war!
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virtually all Soviet forces, rifle, mechanized, and armor alike, at

il
<
D
-

level of command, employed forward Jdetachmenis o spearhead

operations,  Forward detachments imparted momentum to the advance and

!
()
e

ed as the critical linkage between forward operating mobile forces

A-

)

and lewss mobile follow-on force
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In the immediate post-war vears, the Soviets patterned forward

[

n 1320,

detachment operations after the experiences of the war years,

hoowaver, the Soviets accepted the fact that 2 "revolution” had occourred
in military aifairs, Consequently, the classic role of the forward
detachmant changed, While operational mansuwver, and operational art in

general, diminished in inportance on the nuclear batilefi

it
1

1d, tank-tieavy
foward detachments of fered the best means for operating to exploit

nuclear strikes and clean up the rarnage of nuclear combat,

i th

360

m
s

15, when the Soviets began to reassess the nature of

aT. .

4
d
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combal and conciwde that conventional

operations were again both likely
and desivable, operational maneuver agdain becams a major area of concern
in the more classic sense, Simulianecusly, the Sovieis began

reassessing the role tactical mansuwver wouwld play in the future,

the forwvard detachment became a major arvea of concern,




Ihe Counter-Revolution in Military @ffajirs: 1971-132
Simultanenus with Khrushichev's removal from power in 1984, evidence

began appearing to reflect the Soviet military's discomfort with recent

doctrinal trends, Although probably not altogether happy with the

reduced stature of Lthe ground forces during the revolution in military

—

i

i

affairs, Sovielt military theoristis had temporarily accepted the v dity
of that revolution as long as the United States retained ciear nuclear
superiority, As U 3, nuclear superiovity beoan to wane, howsver, and as
the U, 5, shifted from the rategy of massive retaliation to flesible
response, the conventional option became, at firsi, a faint hope,

The transformation in Soviet wmilitary thought o a renswed beliesf
that war could be kept conventional took many years 1o fully matuwre, It

at

JI

first required that the Soviets checkmate U 5, nuclear capabilities

ach level (strategic, theater, 2nd tactical) and then, as the world

m

wzaried of the specter of nuclear war, political conditions for &
reduction of these arms could occur, followed perhaps by their partial
or full abolition, This development would cast the specter of warfave
back into the comventional realm wheve the Soviets were far more capable
and, hence, more comfortable, The Soviets recagnized as well that
operating on nuclear battlefields as postulated made little military
sensge given the enorvmous problens, wncevtainties, and collateral damage
assoclated with even limited nuclear exchanges., Implementation of this

Blueprint woiild take wany years, if not decades, In the meantime, the

Soviet military souwght to fashion strategic, operational, and tactical




at technicues which would maks any opponent's decision to use

.
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AU lEar weapons ever more difficu

Trhis movesent toward a conventional opilon was paralizled by renswed

Soviet concern for the operational lsvel of war o in general, and
operational art in particular, which, in i1is twrn, was reflected by a
. ;

erstaions of Tank Arpdes (19640 and with Questiong of o

peraticnal Art 1917-1240 019653, the latter including 2 preface by
Chisf of the Gensral Staff Marshal M, V, Jakharov which resurvected the
femcry and writings of many of the purged theo

I
-
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19305 as well as their concepts of desp bat
Throughout the lale 19E(

articles on opsrational and tactical maneuwver in an incr2asingly

conventional snvironment wliimately became a flood, These were
accompanied by detailed studies of opsrational sxperiences in which

operational maneuver had played a critical role, By

.

using operational maneuver groups, contemporary versions of the

—ty

ormeEr
mobile grouwps, was fully developed, althowgh the Soviets did not apply a
specific name to the new mobile groups, Terminology in F, D, Sverdlov's

1367 book, Manewver in Land Warfare, referving to "manewver by

operational groups” finally received clearer definition in several
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addressed operational
man2uver groups [0GM in Polishl,® Regardless of the formal name applied

to operational maneuver forces, definition of their function was




complete: and specific work om their contemporary role was well underway
by the end of the 1970s and would be further refined in the future, The
fiatus in operational maneuver caused by the vevolubion in military
affairs was clearly over,

Soviet ground force strength and the composition of the force
structure reflected this ifrend, Within the expanding grownd forces,
forpations and wnits have grown In size and improved in thal combined
arms balance so necessary to conduct conventional opsrations,  Tank

armies and divisions have recelved new complements of mechanized

infantry: all divisions have increassd in manpowsr, tank, and artillervy
strengbh, and in mobility; and the logistical structure has been

strzamlined Lo better support sustained deep conventional operations
A wide variety of supporting functional wnits has evolved to fultill

the dreams of those whio oreated the concept of deep operational maneuver

in the 1930s, Air assault battalilons and brigades provide a new
vertical dimension to botl operational and tactical manewver and may oe

suppiemented in the future by even larger, more capable divisionai-size
air assauwlt corps,  Alv assawli uniis may be wmore fully integrated into
actical formations as well, Diversionary brigades add a new dimension
to desp operations by further threatening the viability of potential

. Tnese brigades represent an attempt to replicate tf

i
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extensive partisan and diversionary operatiocns of the Second World War,

which Sy 1244, materially assisted operabtions by operational mansuver
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fizross Creation of assault helicopter formations as flying 1llery
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(e

or tanks assist move traditional aviation wnits in providina n

1)

CEssary
alr protection for deep operating forces,
Along with ithese structureal changes, the Soviels have esxperimented

with new types of forces modeled closely, in theic combined arms miz,

after the former mobile groups, Re-publication in 1925 of Genarval P, A,

Fotmistrov's 1946 spesch to GOFG describing the rationale for converting

w+

hat

tank armiss to mechanized armiss signals the Soviet belief

21
.
o+
o
a7

ce a force structuring problem similare to that faced in 194c--namely
to create a balanced combined arms force to replace the former avmor-—
heavy farce, one which can cope with warfare in a age of high technology
waaponty, on an urbanized and forssted battlefield in central Burope, as
well as in other varied regions of the world, Re-publication of

Rotmistrov's speech, in 21l liklikhood, signifies that the process is

¥

well underway, if not nearly complete,  This restructuring is likely to

reach down to regimental and battalion level as the Soviets provide
these units and subunits with a combined arms mix more suited for thed

increasingly indepandent role in opervations,

Zoviet concern for tactical maneuver has both paralleled and

w

reflected 2 renswed concern for operational maneuver, Since the early
1970, the Soviats have tasked forward detachments with performing a

wide array of traditional conventional missions while adding those
suited to a potentially nuclear envirvonment, As Golonel V, Savkin wrote
in 1974:

The conduct of combat nperations by subunits without

the use of nuclear weapons demands concentration of large
quantifjes of Cﬁnvenfianal means of destructinn on main

I
]
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enemy, In such conditions, wnits and subunits must
constantly be ready for operations with the use of
nuclear weapons, S

descriptions of forward detachment missions have remained

constant since 1371, The freguency of articles and studies

detachment operations, both historical and contemporary, have
marcedly increassed; and the recommended composition of the forward

have sroafted from the 1980

e

detactments has sublly changed as the Soviet
5 to 2 better combined arms balance.

During the 19705, while most Soviet theorists publically maintained

thee nuciear context for operations, especlally in thelr mzagor publishad
works, the amount of space devoited to conventional “tyvoe" operations

Griicies on distinctly tactical themss offen discarded the

auclaar conte The two fooks most of ten quoted in the West

ll‘

21 the trend in motion, A, &, Sidorvenko’s 1570 work Nastuplsnie [The

o fensivel described opecations within a nuclear

:

applicable to a high intensity

,_.,
s
i

50, covered techniques 2qus

coryantional environment,  Sidovenks articuiated forward detachment

rinslons already sketched out oin the 1960s Untortunately, Western

and Lo some ertent now have seized on the nuclear aspect

and missed the poini,

V. e, Savikin's 1972 study, DQancoviiys grigbsioy coerablivisgd
izkusstva 1 taktiki [The Basic principles of operational ari and
tacticsl, legriimized the rezim of operational art after 1is neglect 1n
the 1960s, Using intensive study of Great Fatrictic War opsrational and

vaf Lic -1 techinigues, Saviein focused new attention of comventional

-




matters, although carefully maintaining the nuclear context, Savkin
tlearly described forward detachment missions, past and present, and
noted, "New msans of warfare and a gualitatively ditferent nature of
troops create move favorable conditions for wide wse of such

wpd i asds iva [subunitsl and substantially increase thezir combat
capalrilities,”"® Proprnetically, Saviln noted the reature which, in the

future, would become the distinguishing factor between designated

!
operational and tactical maneuver forces and main force units, given
that all were now mabile, Hz wrote, "The differencs in composition of

troops operating on the axes of the main attack and on other ax

)

15

probably will be less sharply 2:pressed than was formerly the case, The
main troop grouping will be Jdistinguished more in the gqualitsfive sense

than in numbers,” Lemphasis addedl?

In April 1372 Zavkin published an article on maneuver in the journal
VYoennyl Yestinik [Military Heraldl which precipitated responses later 1n
the year, This series of articles reviewed all aspzcts of mansuver in
contemporary war, After mandatory reference Lo nuclear war, a group of
distinguished theorists, including Sverdlov and Reznichenko, surveyed
marneuver in a distinctly conventional manner, During the exchange a new
tern energed-—-gprotovoiadernyi papeve [antinuclear maneuwverl--which
Zverdov defined as "the organized shifting of subunits with the aim of
withdrawing them out from under the possible blows of ensmy nuclear
means, Lo protect their survival and subseguent freedom of action to

strike a blow on the ensmy Therefore, antinuclear manedver i1s also one

of the forms of manewver "®  The defensive aspect of this maneuver was




complementad by of fensive measures "to rapidly disperse subunits or

change the direction of their offensive, ., and conduct other measures

L

t:*._lln‘ e

pes

related to defense against weapons of mass dest
Antinuciear maneuver had other facets as well which wouwld become
apparent s the decade progressed,  In fact, operational and tactical

weres
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mansuver technigues th as they emerged over ithe decad

specifically designed as types of antinuci=sar manswver, A force which
enploved them skillfuily could seriously inhibit an enemy’'s ability to
enploy nuclear weapons, even if it wished to, an intention the Soviets
already seriously questioned, Thus, by 1237 ¥V, G, Reznichenko was abl
to write on this important theme:

The contlinuous conduct of battl
growing combal capabilitiss of forc
contemporary npuratlnns which devel

t

2 results from the
= fhe nature of

1ogreat Jdepth

arpd the demands of operational art as espressed in
tactics, Continuous operations guarantes the
achisvement of objectives in a :hnrt Lime with
iess expenditure of forces and weapons; deprives
the snemy of the time and capability for re-
estanlishing the combat worthiness of his force,
for carrving out ihe mansuver of reserves, for

regrouping and striking blows, for supply of

materiel ne and for organizing opposiiion

oM ey posi and assists in the destruction

of the enemy in detail,
The continuous conduct »f battle at a high

tempo creates unfavorable conditions for enemy

e of weapons of massive destruction, He

anmot exactly Jdetermine targets for nucliear

rikes and, besides, will be forced to

Shlft his nucliear delivery means often, '©
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This restatement of antinuclear maneuver captured the essence and
overall rationaie of Soviet operational and tactical maneuver concepts

and technigques in the late 1970s and 1320s,




The following yvear (1372) the Soviets published a major study of
troop control during the Great Fatriotic War which analyzed control and
coordination of large forces at the operational and tactical levels of
combat, in particular focusing on detailed aspects of troop conteol

during high speed opsrations of mobille groups and forward detachments V)

.
by
W
=
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Ina 1974 article, Colonel V, Savkin again reviows of
conterporary maneuver,  After two paragraphs on nuclear warfare,

throwghowt the remainder of the article, Savkin clearly distinguished

oetween nuclear and conventional warfare but noted that th

T

destructivensss of advanced conventional weaponry required resort Lo
many o7 the mansuver techmiques required Dy nuclear war itself,

analyzing the nature of contemporary war, 1t
is necessary to remember ihat science and technology

developing at a stormy pace; and, in all armies,
new ad new +vg~s of weapons are appearing,  This
demands a creative approach to the study of its
{bhattle’'s] theory and o mastery of the artful use
of theoretical precepts into reality, '2

a
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Lhere appeared the first of two major studies on armored
warfare which would appear in the decades, General A, I, Radzievsky's
Tankoy) wdar {(Tank strikel. This classic detailed study of tank army
operations durimg the Great Fatrictic War exhaustively esamined all
aspects of operational and tactical wmaneuver during the war, Two years
later Marshal 0, A, Losik published an even more detailed work on the
same subject, Both works covered in detail the traditional operations
of forward detachments in a wide range of operations, In his preface
and conclusion, Radzievsky noted:

Contemporary affensive operations will also be characterized

by decisive aims, largs scale, maneuverability, and dynamic

- 17 -




combat operations, Indeed, therefore, the study of experience
of the combat use of tank armies in the Great Fatriotic War
today has important meaning,, . in particular, the experience of
using tank armies to achieve the decisive aims of an operation
in a short pericod, '3
Lasik, as commandant of the Malinovsky Tenk Academy, appropriately
noted;
History teaches that the more the military cadre works
out in peacestime on the basis of new concepts of military

art, and the more detailed and carefully they examine theory

e
il

real combat esperience, the closer that theory relates Lo

actuality and to new demands, '

As Radzievsky and Losik prepared and published their wmajor works, a
steady stream of articles on operational and tactical maneuver appearsd
in a wide range of Soviet wmilitary journals, responding to Losik's
couns2l and, more important, indicating the path of developing Soviet
military art, In the center of that path lay concepts for operational
and tactical maneuver which Soviet theorists obviously viewed as
answering the military problem of escaping from the strangle hold of
nuc lear war,

In 1977 the journal Yosnnyl Vesinik published a new series of
articles on the theme of maneuver as it relatad to high tempo
operations, The authors concluded that only constant maneuvering could
produce high tempos and success in a nuclear environment and added, "One
must not, however, rely only on nuclear weapons,”'®  The authors singled
out forward detachments as a key maneuver element, stating:

An important role in the achievement of a high
offensive tempo can be played by forward detachments,
prepared and aimed at specific objectives, whose

composition expediently includes tank and motorized
rifle subunits on BMPs with reinforcements, By

1
—
(]

i




nid

Pl

their daring and enterprising opgrations
sk1iiful envelopment uf strong pn;n._, th

can rapidly fuifill the mission

III

Forward detachments ogerated in conjunction with tactical air assaulls

which securad command posts, launch and firing positions, and assisted

the continuous advance of the main force,  Combat belicopters in ciose

communicstions with other forces, provided s new means of ale support,
As if to emphasize the growing dual nature of combat, a 1977 articie

on postwar tactics of the Soviet Army catagorically stated, "There
appearced from the beginning of the 12605 [according to the author, the
most recent periodl views oo thee conduct of offensive battle not only

with the use of nuclear weapons but also with convenilonal means of

“Consequently in the 1960s, the tactics of offensive battle were worked
cut both with the use of nucliear weapons, and with the use of only
conventional means of destruction, "  In both instances offensive battle

required "non-stop penetration of preparved enemy defenses at high

tempo' | and the firepower and secondary mobllity of assault units
themnselves '@

By the end of the 13705, Soviet views on tactical air assaults had
matured Lo a point where the air assault force itself could send out a

forward detachment or function as a forward detachment in its own right

sessmant noted:

I
LLI
i l ]
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If, in the war years or in the first postwar years,
it was considered that an air assault could ocoupy a defense
arnd firmly hold stvong points (positions), not taking into
consideration losses, until the arrival of the main force,
then subseguently, with an increase in the maneuver capabllities
of subunits, it became more active, An assault, while

_]d..




dispatching forward detachments on enemy approach routes,
used reserves and second echelon subunits to conduct
counterattacks, ,

The detachments wsually consist of from a company to
battalion, reinforced by artillery and sapper subunits,
arvy nu* from ambush, strikes on enemy colunms, his
ry and hils nuci=ar means; hold wp his movement
t'n} fis command and oontrol while organizing

on his staffs and communications routes,  De-
ntes widely employ mines, construct obstacless on
roads, and destroy road construction @

qiother article confirmed the independent role of an air

4
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A parachute-air assault batizlion during operations
in the enemy rear can serve as a forward detachment
with the missions to seize, on the axis of a raid, an
im»nrta L objective or deHde e position (mountain
pass o55ing aver a river obstacle, road junction,
defile E1 ,) and to protect the -lp""l‘ndl_f'l of the main
force, Iits composition can inciuwds artillery and
engilnser-sapper subunits, 2°©

19205, Soviet works had clearly defined the expanded

[xh
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role of forward detachments in both offensive and defensive operations
D T

Tre definition continued to expand, F, B, Sverdlov' s 1382 work

maneuver] reviewsd the basic nature of

maneuver warfare and sketched out, wsing historical examples, the role
of forward detachments during penetration, exploitation, pursult, river
crossings, and meeting engagements, )

An important article written in 1932 by N, Hireev reviewed post-war
tactics and articulated contemporary missions of forward detachments 1n

enstration operations, He prefaced his description with the remark;

ad

Since the begioning of the 1960s, our military theory
and practice have allowed for the conduct of combat
operations with conventional weapons only, but with
the constant threat of enemy emplovment of nuclear
weapons,  This circumstance dictated the necessity

- 15




determining modes of employvment of tank units and
subunits in penetrating a well-prepared enemy defense
in conformity with the new denands ==

He then described the contemporary role of forward detachments:

In connection with an ingrease in the role of the security
area in the enewy's defense as well as the presence of a
large number of diversified minefields and obstacles in
the defense, tank 54Funit5 were sometimes designated to
b mplnywd as special forward detachments, In this
case tnulr p;lnLlpaL ml~SluH was to ﬂptuxe and destr

t11&|ud in Lh15 ;uﬂu, augresslvely punutr e and
cap;ure tactically important installations and
positions, with the cohjective of oreating the

H )‘l
|-4‘
m

requisite conditions for the wmain forces Lo advance
to ihe forward edge of the enemy's maln defensive
area and Lo penstrate 1t ==

Defensive lines desp in the enemy’'s defense were to be overrun without a

halt, in dispersed approach march formation, and sometimes in march
columns as well, Fenetration was to be accomplished primarily by

advance guards or forward detachments as in a usual offensive operation,

Kirveev accompanied his contewpovary analysis of forward detachment

ﬂ:l

operstions with a comprehfensive esamination of wartime tank and
mechanized corps' forward detachment operatioms, He finished his
analysis by concluding, "These rich combat experiences have great
importance both for working out the theory of the use of tank units

Cregiments] in the offensive in contemporary conditions, and for the
practical construction of forces during the course of combat and
political training, =4

The szcond edition of Reznichenko's study, Taktika, published in

924, underscored the importance of maneuverability in contemporary war

and the role of the forward detachments in achieving maneuverability;




The most important means of achieving high
maneuverability are: reliable neutralization
2f the entire depth of the enemy combat formation
by nuclear weapons and conventional means and
timely and effective exploitation of their

effects;

wide use of aviation,

tactical air

assaults and forward detachments;
offensive action in pre-
and columns without dismounting;
ot manewver operations along awes:

decisive

combat formation

the conduct

decisive

overconing of radicactive contaminated sectors,
ohetructions, destroved regions, fires, etc,;
the forcing of water obstacles from the march

missicns, 2%

In his 1937 edition of Iaktika, Reznichenko provided a wore refined
description of the contemporary battlefield and the role of tactics on
it
While s=amining the course of the development of
offensive tactics, one nust Wote, that today, when
compat operations embrace simuitansously the entire
depth of the combat formation of both contending
sides, the necessity arilses for a positive re-
soment of the contents of combal missions
orres on the offensive,  In particular, it
1s expedisnt to determine them pot by line,
it was done Defore, but rather by 1mportdnt
{objectivel, the seizure of which will secure
undermining of the tactical stability of the
eremny defoense, 2€
This ended the long tradition of assigning forces lines (rubezil as
missions and instead designated distinct objectives for each force, In
effect  this negated linear Jdevelopment of combat and instead postulated

uneven developrent of combat on a fragmented battiefield, another

maniifastation of the efiects of antinuclear maneuver, This description

also captured the contenporary milied in which the forward detachment

had to operate and sketconed out the principal missions the forward

detachment would perform-——that is to initiate early tactical mansuver,




Reznichenko stressed the wutility of new combat techniques designed to
surprise an enemy, among which he incluwded "daring raidimg operations”
which he defined as "the delivery of surprise and decisive tank strikes
on enemy strong points and during the development of the affensive in
the depths of the defense,"27 In his 12527 edition of Taktika
Reznichenks expanded this theme, writing;
In contemporary conditions, broadened possibilities

are created for further enrichment of the arsenal of the

tactics of affensive battles by new tactical methods,

Thus, in comnection with the fragmented nature of

contemporary battle, |, there are possiblities for

further development of raiding operations tactics,®®
Reznichenko pointed out that both mobile groups and forward detachments
had carvied out raids during the Great Patrictic War and concluded, "Now
raiding operations can be employed from the very beginning of the
of fensive" to destroy enemy nuclear delivery means, enemy high precision
weapons romplexes, air defense and radio-electronic combat
communications centers, and for seizure of communications centers,2®
The decisiveness and dynamism of contemporary offensive combat created a
broad range of opportunities for using forward detachments,

Besides securing separate terrain objectives (road

junctions, population points, passes, etc,?, forward

detachments can perform such complex missions as

destroying nuclear delivery means, air defense means,

eneny command and control centers, some of his rear

area osbjectives, and combat with air (amphibious)

assaults and airmobile subunits, When assigned

combat missions, forward detachments are normally

given:, composition and direction of operations,

objectives and when to secure them, and the order
of artillery and air support of its actions,?°
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The 1927 edition added chemical delivery means and reconnaissance fire
complexes to the list of forward detachment objectives,

Reznichenko pointed out the decisive role played by forward
detachments during the Great Fatriotic War and their ability to overcome
natural obstacles from the march, in particular rivers, and strongly
suggested an expanded role for forward detachments in contemporary
combat, Subunits, pursuing the enemy from the front, "destroy security
subunits by decisive operations: penetrate to the main force; and, in
coordination with neighboring subunits as well as with tactical air
assaults and forward detachments {(advance guards?, if they are created,
attack the enemy from the narch,"3®' EBoth forward detachments and
advance Juards also played "an important part" in river crossings,

Reznichenks declared the principal missions of the forward
detachment in the meetirg engagement was "while traveling at maximum
speed, to attempt to secure its designated nbjective before the enemy
did,"®= It destroyed small enemy groups in its path, inflicted maximum
casuwalties on the enemy, and facilitaied the advance of the main force,
Failing in its mission, it maneuvered, along with its main force, to
overcome enemy defenses, Reznichenko's 1387 edition expanded the
description of the meeting engagement and added the forward detachment
mission of containing ensmy forces so that they could be engaged by
concentrated fires, The new edition was also more specific regarding
the tactical wmissions of forward detachments{ advance guards, and main
force battalions, The forward detachment's immediate mission was "the

seizure and holding of assigned favorable positions, the delivery of

89-00620




fire from all weapons on the advance enemy subunits and protection of
the movement and deployment of the main force,"®® Reznichenks noted the
addition of tactical air assaults to the formal combat formation and
"wider wse of forward detachments," which, in effect, described a new
Soviet concept of land-air battle [nazemno-yordushnyi boil, =4

Reznichenko's 1987 edition added further details to forward
detachment operations, He noted the importance of providing extensive
artiilery support to them and stated they could be formed on the march
in anticipation of battle or during the attack itself; and, when
performing their missions, they could advance 30-80 kilomsters in
advance of the main force,®® Reznichenko specifically mentioned joint
operations by forward detachments and air assault forces against
particular objectives, He then added considerable detail on forward
detachment operations during a meeting engagement analogous to that
contained in Sverdlov's extensive work, In geneval, the expanded
passages reiterated the importance the Soviets attached to the meeting
engagemsnt and the role played by forward detachments in that type of
combat, It also recognized the dangers posed by enemy “precision
weapons systems" and suggested remedies to that problem, Above all, to
comduct successful meeting engagements, forces had to exploit the
factors of time and mansuverability,

Finally, the 1927 edition of Reznichenko's work added an extended
section on mountain and desert operations, probably derived from
experiences in Afghanistan, His description of the utility of

enveloping Jdetachments and forward detachments in these special

~ 20 -




environments also dovetailed closely with descriptions in Sverdlov's
book on forward detachment operations,

Other recent works affirm Reznichenko's description of the role and
importance of forward detachments, A 1986 work on wotorized rifle and
tank battalion tactics, edited by Colonel General D, A, Dragunshky,
contained lengthy sections which expanded on Reznichenko's description,
especially regarding the meeting engagement, Dragunsky emphasized the
importance of the battalion in modern combat, stating, "The revived
capabilities of the battalion, and the increased significance of the
independent operations of subunits, naturally places great Jdemands on
the commander,"2® Dragunsky's work reflected a growing trend among
Soviet theorists, reflected by actual force structuring, to argue for

greater tailoring of forces at regiment and battalion level, so that

these forces could operate more independently on the modern battlefisld,

An entirely new dimension of forward detachment operations appeared
in a 1926 work by M, M, Kir'ian entitled VYnezappost' [(Surprisel,

Kir'ian cited wartime experience to underscore the role forward

detachments played in achieving surprise, By means of rapid operations,

forward detachments pre—empted enemy defenses in both the tactical and
operational depths, secured river crpssings and passages throwgh
intermediate defense lines, and sometimes produced general paralysis of
enemy command and control, Kir'ian also pointed out the role forward
detachments could play in deception plans to hide the direction of main

attacks,K 37
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By the early 1930s, Soviet wmilitary theoreticians began to note
cpenly the potential impact of high-precision weaponrvy on the
battlefield, a reality which placed even higher premium on rapid
maneuver, An article published in 1924 stated,

In recent years, conventional means of destruction
have undergone rapid development: and today some of these
types are distinguished by very high sccouracy, long range,
rapid fire and great power, In their destruct1ve effectiveness
they approximatle tactical nuclear weaponms, It has becone
ohvious that massive enemy use of such high-precision weapoms
will Il=ad to a considerable complication of conditions for the
comduct of combined arms battle In genural, and offensive
oparations in particular,®®

1

The autror concluded that, althowgh basic offensive principles still
applied, greater premium would have to be placed on "the imporitance of
surprise actions, maneuver of subunits and fires, sharp and continuous
cooperation, skill in concealing from the enemy one’s intentions, and
fire comtinuous command and control, *®® In his subsequent description
of combat, the author emphasized the role plaved by {forward detachments
in all fypes of combat

Thereaftar, many Soviet writers ralse

2

[

the issue of precision
weaponry and its impact on combat, In a series of 1527 articles, Major
General I, Vorob'ev (the same Vorob'ev whio, as a colomel in 1964, wrote

a seminal article on forward detachment operations? skeiched out the

impact of new weaponry of the 1920s and stated,

’,ll

A striking indicator of tactical maturity of commanders
and staffs,, is the use of the principles of maneuver, Its
role in all types of battle is very geeat, For sxample,
mansuver aimed at concentrating forces for a struggle with
VTO tyvsokotochnye oruzhiia?! Chigh-precision
weaponryl, and with mobile antitank helicopter detachments
mansuver aimsd at withdrawing subunits from under strikes;
and anti-helicopter maneuver, It is important to hide from

-
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the enesmy, who is preparing strikes by nuclear weapons and
high-precision combat systems, in crder to undertake
measures in response,
For this, it is necessary to conduct skillfully a
duzsl fire struggle with enemy rapid response fire
m2ans; to strike them from the first launch, at
the start, and at maxinum Jdistances; to counter—
Loactively furnlnq movements, envelopments,
and rald operations: to destroy rapidly air
tanded, amphibious, and dlvenslanary rEconMalssance

i
groups: and to conduct false mansuvers on divarsionary
axes, 49
By exiension, Vorob'ev implied measures similar to these defensive
ones could be wsed on the offensive,  As 1f to confirve this conclusion,

a subsequent article 1n 192328 expanded on Varob'ev's description of
comizat,  The authors avgued that "modern combined arms battle 1s fought
throughout the entire depth of enemy combat formations, both on the

7

contact line [FLOTI and in the depths, on the ground and in the
air," Consequently, the fragmented nature of battle will result in
"mutual wedging of wnits and subunits, which will have to operate
independently for a long time, "4)

The authors recognized the link betwesn forward detachment
cperations in the Great Patriotic War and the reguirements of
contemporary conbat, stating, "Whersas in the Great Fatriotic War such
actioms were chiefly characteristic of airborne and advance parties, in
our day they may become universal,"42 0Of far greater inplication was
the authors' open recognition that echelooment would aiso be ;ffetted,
as they stated:

In this case, there arises the problem of defining the

optimal structure for the first and second echelon

at the tactical level, With the enemy using high-
precisicn weapons, the role of the first echelon

1
9
0
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has to gJrow, It must be capable of achieving &
mission withouwt the second echelon (reservel, 4%

Soviet writings threouwghout the 197Gs and 19%0s clearly indicated the

Py
T

belief that extensive employment of forward detachments by virtually
every force opesrating at the tactical level would enable the first

{single? echelon to accowmplish 1ts critical combat mission, The

Pl
s
~
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i
o

comprehensive description by Sverdlov and a host of other

writers has finally and rather completely defined forward detachment

]
ot
1Y
Ul
ot

nd missions in contemporvary and probably in future combat,

It is rather ironic that, throughout the 1970s and 1950s, while the

i
Soviets intensely studied about forward detachment experiencas and wrote
about their contewmporary usefulness, Western apen source analysts speint

little time on the subject, Where mentioned, forward detachments were

treat

M

d as 2 tangential aspect ~f Zoviet military art—-—in essence

W

curiouwsity warranting little attention,
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From the Present into the Future

Today, the Soviets believe that future war with or without the use
of nuclear weapons will be war by maneuver, Only a measured response
involving precise firvepower and extensive, skillful maneuver can produce
offensive success, Since the late 19505, two major factors have shaped
Soviet offensive concepts: the existence of nuclear weapons and

extensive conventional offensive experiences, EBoth factors are

reflected in current Soviet operational and tactical techmigues
Recently major advances in conventional weaponry, in particular, high-
precision weapons, have become a thivd factor,

The Soviets increasingly doubt that the super powers would vresort to
strategic nuclear war, They likewise feel that an appropriate
combination of peacetime political and wartime military measures way
further reduce the liklihood of nuclear weapon use, even in theater wav,
fis M, M, Eir'ian wrote in 1382,

As weapons have been developed and experience gained in

exercises has been synthesized, so bhas Soviet military science

been enriched with new theses on possible methods of copducting

wilitary operations in ithe event of a war, The successes of the

Zoviet Union in the area of military technology and weapons

have convinced imperialist strategists both of the doubtfulness
fotheiv very concept of utterly defeating the USSR by means

of & sudden massed nuclear strike and of the inevitability of

retalization, Refusing to abandon their designs in princip

ihe aggyressive forces of imperlalism have come up with the

theory of an escalating war-~that of unleashing a war,

fighting it only with conventional weapons for a time,

ard making a transition to the use of nuclear weapons

at a certain stage (initially tactical and subseguently,

if need be, more powerful nuclear weapons), They have not

excluded the possibility of engaging in armed gonflict




while using only conventional weapons, Under these
tircumstances, Soviet military thought has developed
methods of conducting military operations both with and
without nuclear weapons, 44

During the 19605 the Soviets developed a comprehensive view of how
nuclear war would unfold, Kir'ian has provided the clearest general
picture;

It has been concluded that in a nuclear war the methods
of conducting military operations are bassd on nuclear
strikes and on activities coovrdinated with them involviog
other resources, Moresver, the scale and methods of nuclear
weapons employment change the nature of troop combat
operations, a fact reflected in the further development
of the theory of operational art and tactics, Thinking
in military theory devoted special attention to working
out the first operations, which would be of key importance
for the subssquent course of an armed conflict, These
operations would be distinguished by decisive objectives,
large territorial scope and great dynamism, massed use
of diverse resources, intense electronic warfare, difficulty
in exercising command and control as a result of active jamming
by the enemy, and difficulty in providing logistic support,

The possibility of the Jdefending side creating a stable
and deep defense demanded a correspondingly deep operational
configuration of attacking forces, The first operational
echelon in key sectors was also to include tank formations,
which were to be used for a quick advance into the enemy's
depth of position, for destroving his nuclear strike weapons
in coordination with assault forces, etc, Motorized rifle
formations acting in cooperation with tanks were to compleate
the destruction of surviving enemy groupings, It was
recommzndsd to make extensive use of forward detachments,
and to penetrate defensive lines in the enemy's operational
depth from the line of march, For the most part, tank
formations operating in close cooperation with missile
troops and aviation were to be used for this purpose, 4®

In the 1970s and 18205, the Soviet political and military leadership
faced the task of implementing policies which would make nuclear war
less likely and of Jdeveloping military concepts which, when employed,

would make if Jdifficult, if not impossible, for a hard-pressed enemy to




respond with nuclear weapons, even if it wished to, The political
aspact of Soviet policy is apparent in their approach to arms
limitations and force reductions, Here the ultimate goal is a de-
nuclearized theater of operations,

Zince the Soviets realize that de-nuclearization will be a long and
difficult incremental process (if it ever occurs)d, they must develop the
military aspect of their policy, That aspect has two principal facets,
First, the Soviet have addressed the ousstion of pre—emption in theater
war, This has involved close and detailed study of "initial periods" of
war, in general, in a search for technigues which either produce rapid
victory or, conversely, stave off precipitous defeat, 4® It has also
involved equally detailed study of pre-emption itself-—-that is those
operational and tactical technigques that promise to paralyze either an
enemy's will to resist or his capability to react effectively to large-
scale military attack, Under the rubric of antinuclear mansuver, the
Soviets have sought methods of conducting offensive operations which
would achieve those ends, They believe they have found the answer 1n
the realm of operational and tactical mansuver,

Soviet military solutions to the lurking presence of nuclear and
other madern wesponry is, characteristically, a dialectical synthesis of
the new and the old--of technigues developed in the 1360s to meet
nuclear realities combined with time-bonored methods employved in the
Great Patriotic War, The resulting synthesis envisions Soviet forces
operating in a nuclear-scared configuration employing operational and

tactical maneuver in the initial period of war to pre-empt and overcome




quickly enemy defenses, to paralyze the enemy's ability to react, and to
win rapid victory within carefully defined political limits,

Throwgh the means of focused operational and tactical maneuver,
Soviet forces intend to crush forward enemy defenses; rapidly penetrate
into the depths of the enemy's defenses along numerous axes; and, by the
immediate intermingling of forces and other direct actions, deprive the
enemy of an ability to respond with nuclear weapons, As Soviet maneuver
unfolds in the depths, consequent paralysis of enemy command and control
will ultimately paralyze his will to resist and, hence, prompt his final
defeat,

This offensive scheme posits certain distinct requirements, First,
the offensive must achieve a degree of surprise to permit the creation
of necessary force superiority and to gain initial critical advantage
over the enemy, Surprise implies extensive deception to blur attack
intentions, to conceal the location and scale of the assault, and to
mask the principal indicators of impending hostilities,

Second, the Soviets must avoid those actions most indicative of
jmpending attack, This means attacking without overt large-scale
mobilization, the most visible and apparent of indicators, which
rejquires extensive preparvation of the theater prior to war and
development of selective covert nobilization technigues which may be
carried out incrementally over time, 47

Third, to offset the lack of mobilization, to reap maximum surprise,
and to generate initial correlation of forces sufficient to establish

high offensive momentum, the Soviets must eschew deep echelonment, They




nust employ single echelon strategic and operational formations with
reserves to back up the offensive,4®

Finally, the Soviets must commit operational and tactical maneuver
forces as early as possible in the operation to achieve rapid
penetration, to enmesh forces quickly, and to create the very conditions
they must create if they are to avoid an enemy nuclear response,

Ideally, the Soviets will seek to meet these reguirements, They
well understand, however, that theory and reality seldom match, Thus,
while seeking to realize the ideal, they will prepare for operations in
less than ideal circumstances,

The Soviets describe the ideal circumstances for an offensive to be
an attack against an unprepared defense--defined as a defense manned by
sacurity (covering) forces only, The least ideal circumstance is the
necessity for assaulting a fully prepared defense, %o distasteful is
the latter prospect that Soviet writers come close to ruling it out
catagorically,4® An attack on such a defense, in non—nuclear war, would
produce a high intensity, probably costly penetration battle of'a linear
nature, More important, as the operation develops to favor one side or
the other, there would be available the time, the opportunity, and,
perhaps, the inclination to revert to nuclear weapons, This prospect
nejates virtually all the benefits which the Soviets believe can accrue
from using operational and tactical maneuver, It also accaords the enemy
time necessary to remedy their chief problems in an initial period of
war; the problem of forward deployment of forces and weapons,

reinforcement, and the movement of reserves,
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The mammer in which the Sovieits conduct operational and tactical
maneuver varies across the specirum of combat, in particular as it
relates to the solidity of the defense, In all offensive instances,
operational and tactical forces enter combat as early as possible from
positions well forward in the Soviet fpont and army operational
formation, Against unprepared defenses, tactical and operaticonal
mansuver forces lead the assault, while against partially prepared
defenses, tactical mansuver forces lead, supported by heavy fires, to be
followed shortly by operational maneuver forces, The task of
penetrating prepared defenses is fulfilled by mulbi-purpose divisions
and armies while tactical maneuver forces commencs the e<ploitation and
operational maneuver forces continue the exploitation deep into the
eneny 's operational rear area-—all in a matter of a few days, The
coherence of the exploitation and pursuit, in all of these
circumstances, depends directly on the well-coordinated operaticns of

tactical and operaticnal mansuver forces and their close interaction

with other main force units,

The number, size, and designation of operational and tactical
maneuver forces varies in accordance with combat conditions, In
general, however, operational maneuver groups function at fropt and army
level, Normally fropts employ one to twos operational maneuver groups of
army size, Armies, 1n turn, normally employ one operational maneuver

group of division size, Tactical maneuver forces, in the form of
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forward (or enveloping) detachments operate at the army, division, and
regimental level, Armies normally field one regimental-size forward
detactment whose mission is tactical/opsraticonal, that is, it is

spected to perform a mission as deep as the close opervational depths of

T

z defense, Divisions normally employ one battalion-si=e forward
detachment: and, on some occasions, regiments may employ a battalion-
size forward detachment as well, Army and divisional forward

detachments operate during the penetration and pursuit phase of an

T

offensive or on the march in anticipation of a meeting engagement,
ragimental forward detachments are employed primarily in an attack
against an unprepared (or sometimes partially prepared) defense ar
during the pursuit and meeting engagement

In addition, operational mansuver groups of fronts and armies
ex<tensively employ forward detachments during all phases of operations,
Eront operational maneuver groups use a regiment-size forward detachment
of its own and a battalion-size forward detachment for each of its
subordinate formstions, Army operational maneuver grougs also use
multiple battalion-size forward detachments for their oswn operations and
fiov those of subordinate units,

Forward detachments, at whatever level they are employed, are
tailored entities with a broad range of reinforcements designed to
permit them to operate independently and, while doing so, survive and
complete their mission, Depending on the enemy and the tervaan, their

nucleus can be either tank or motorized rifle for.es,




Eecause they are both tailored and funccional units and subunits, it
is probable the Soviets refer to them as corps and brigades, The
traditional difference in terminology between division-regiment and
corps—brigade is that the former have besn and are line formations and
units which perform a troad range of combat functions, In contrast,
corps and brigades have been tailored formations and wnits which have
performed an experimental or specific function,®° Operational and
tactical mansuver traditionally fits into the latter catagory, Thus, up
to the end of the Great Patriotic War, operational maneuver forces were
termed armies and corps, while tactical mansuver forces were called
brigades, In essence, corps were tailored and reinforced divisions,
while brigades were tailored and reinforced regiments or batt=lions,
Today it is likely the Soviets have already covertly termed designated
operational mansuver forces as armies or corps, It is equally likely
that forward detachments are covertly terwed brigades (as in the case of

an army forward detachment, either corps or brigade),

Usg

Forward detachment use depends upon the nature of the defense, The
number, composition, nature, and depth of forward detachment operations
differs in direct relationship to the firmness of the defense,

When attacking unprepared defenses (only a deploved enemy covering

forced, army, division, and regimental forward detachments initiate the

assault, penstrate the covering force area, and pre-empt enemy




accupation of the main defensive belt (figures 1-2), The general depth

of the forward detachment mission from the FLOT will range as follows!

Eorward Detachment Depth of Mission (kms)
Army 50-320 (close operational deptho

Divisional 30~50 (vrear of main defensive area)
Ragimental 20-30 Cfront of main defensive areal

Aoainst partizlly preparsed defenses (in~place covering force plus
partially occcupied main defense areal, army and divisional forward
detachments, supported by heavy fives, overcoms the security zone and
penefrate into the main defensive area to forestall establishment of a
firm, gontinuouws defense and facilitate the commitment of main force
formations and operational manewver grouwps (figures 3-43,  Average

depths of mission are as follows,

[ rwi—'c]“li qg-‘-' t.ar bnent. iZE ﬁjtl r‘lf_ I‘i i =1 ] ol { t':' s 7
Army 20-40 (rear of main defensive area)
Divisianal 20-30 (front of main defensive areal

In offensives against prepared defenses (fully occupied defenses?,
forward detactments are designated in advance at army and divisional
level (figures B-8£), However, they do nob participate 1n operations
wntil the penetration phase 1s complete,  In some instances, divisional

forward detachments can be wsed to overcoms the secwrity Zone or to

)
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initiate subseguent attacks on the main defensive area, If they are
enploved during this phase, they would be tasked only with performing
limited missions agailnst specific objectives, It is also unlikely they
would emerge capable of conducting subsequent operations, hence the
Soviet reluctance to uwse them during initial phases of the operation,

Should combat be nuclear from the outset, forward detachments lead

the atiack at all levels of command, Whether combat is nuclear or non-
nuclear, once the penetration operation is complets, forward detachments
iead the esploitation phase at all command levels,

During the exploitation, forward detachments serving operational
manzuver forces and main forces provide the means for maintaiaing the
forward momentum of the entire force, They insure fragmentation of
enemy forces, pre-empt or overcome intermediate enemy defensive
positions, and destroy the equilibrium of deploying enemy reserves, All
the while, forward detachments provide the essential linkage between
operational maneuver and main forces and lend cohesiveness to the entire
of fensive (figure 73,

Tactical air assaults in battalion, or sometimes brigade, strength
either operate in coordination with growund forward detachments or serve
as forward detachments in their own right, An air assault company or
battalion under division control participates in operations to overcome
a security zone or, as is more likely, the eneny main defensive area,

It cooperates with the divisional forward detachwents, An air assault
battalion or brigade conducts similar operations in support of an army

forward detachment, usually within the close operational depths (20-120
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kilometers) to support either the initial advance and subseguent
exploitation of an army tactical maneuver force, In essence, air
assault forces with their vertical fire support means constitute an air
echelon, in its own right, to supplement the existing ground

echeloni(sg) 8}

P ] and Vul biliti
Too often the Soviets have portrayed forward detachment operations
in a positive light, devoid of all the blemishes and warts which have
characterized their evolution, Very simply, tactical maneuver, just as
in the case with operational maneuver, has been, is, and will remain, a
complex endeavor undertaken amidst the uncertainty of combat, On
necasion, chance itself has turned well-planned maneuver into tactical
disaster, The Soviets understand this fact well, even though they are
often loath to talk of it
Soviet military theorists, commanders, and planners must certainly
wrestle with solving problems inherent in forward detachment operations,
Among those long-term problems are the following:
~determining the proper size of each forward detachment,
at each level of cowmmand
~tailoring each detachment to meet objective conditions
~structuring each detachment for both march and combat
survivablility (anti-tank, anti-aircraft, logistics,
maintenance)

~determining the proper depth of mission and,
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-matching mission depth to the requisite
logistical support

-determining the proper time of commitment of
each detachment

-assessing proper length and width of pre-combat
formation and the distance between forward
detachments and their parent units

=insuring continuous and effective command
and control

-assigning missions which will facilitate
achievement of overall tactical and

operational objectives

These problems are not unigue to tactical maneuver, for they apply to
operational mansuver as well,

Failure to solve any one of these problems can lead to severe
operational difficulties, 1if not worse, Just as none of these problems
is new or unique, each has also proven in the past difficult to solve,
in particular in peacetime,

A last major problem, and hence challenge, for the Soviets rests in
their continued ability to adjust operational and tactical maneuver
concepts to the realities of changing weaponry, A recent Soviet review
of Sverdlov's book on forward detachments highlights the dilemma,
stating:

It needs to be pointed out, however, that the author has not

taken into full account trends in the development of conventional
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weapons in the armies of the USA and certain other nations of the

aggressive NATO bloc, These involve homing missiles, bombs, and

shells, high-precision weapons, reconnaissance/strike systems

and high-powered charges providing for highly effective target

destruction and making it possible to put the "fire and forget"

principle into effect, The book should have explained the

impact of these weapons upon the combat operations of forward

Je’lachments, 52

Certainly this new technological revolution in military affairs will
have a major impact on Soviet offensive concepts, The Soviets
understand this perhaps better than anyone eslse, and some theorists are
postulating that a new period of military development has already
begun,®3 Soviet military theorists are pondering the Jdilemma and
suggesting solutions, In the short term these solutions suggest even
greater emphasis on maneuver, temp2, and those qualities and procedures.

the Soviets have already been stressing, It is clear that forward

detachments will play an increasing role in any emerging new solutions,
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53, For sxample, singe 15 virtually all Soviet forces which ware
ni#hpr i pwrlmunfdl or created fo fulfill specific functions wers

ated corps and brigades, In the pPH“WdP period these included
-dHL, meshanized, armored car, and air assault brigeades and tank,
mechanized and airborne corps,  These formation conducted opurat1unal or
tactical mansuver while tank and mechanized regiments and battalions
provided routine support for rifle formations, During the Great
FPatriotic War, tank, mechanized, motorized rifle, and airborne corps and
origades perfnumwd “p""dtlﬂndl and tactical mansuver as mobile groups,
forward detachments, or air assault forces, At the same Lime, tank
regimerits anu battaiions provided routine armor support for line units,
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- 48 -




NGTES {Continued?

as regular ground rifle formations, For the remainder of the war, the
Soviets maintained the general purpose aivborne divisions and functianal

air assault brigades, During wartime a variety of corps and brigades
tartillery, sapper, tank destroyer, etc,) performed functional missioms,
The rifle corps was something of an exception; but, then, it was a non-
TOE, tailovable, tactical headquarters,

i

In the 1um~d1a+e post-war years, the distinction of division-
regiment and corps-brigade blurred because all forces had become mobille
and armor had spread alwost uniformly throwghout the force,  The brigade
erminology was retained for specialized support units Cartillery,
antitank), In the late 1960s and 1370s, however, as Soviet concern for
maneuver in a potentially conventional envirvonment revived, so alsgoe did
the use of the older terms "corps" and "brigades," Today various types
of brigadss (air assauwlt, diversiomary, heavy artillery? exist, In
addition, brigades have appeared in Afnhanlatan tmotorized rifleld, which
appe ar to be tailored entities possessing a distinct manesuwver funrtinn,
Zeparate (so-called indspendent? tank battalions in Soviet motorized
rifle div 1sion’ of GSFG are organized similar to older tank brigedes and
=

.—+

sEem o ant the designation brigads, The somewhat larger separate
tank PE; aHﬂf assigned to armiss is analogouws to the separate tank
battzlion and may be termed brigade or corps,

51, EReznicherks, in his 1937 edition of Taktika, differentiates between
ground and air echelons, stating:

While analyzing the future development of offensive
combat tactics, one can propose that, under the influesnce
of modern weapons and the greater saturation of ground
forces with aviation means, the combat formation of
forces on the offensive i1s destined to consist of
two echelons——a ground echelon, whose mission will
be o fulfill the penetration nf the enemy defense
and develop the success into the depths, and an
air echelon create envelop defending forces
from the ailr ilows against his rear
arsa, (p, J053

Hence, throwghout Takidka, while referring to Western air-land battle,
Reznichenko refers to Soviet "land-air battle,”
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52, F, Lashchenko, "Dperatinns of the Forward Detachment," Kraspaia
yezda [Red stard, 5 Auwgust 1286, 2, Translated by JPRE, 17 December
=1

52, In a recent review of a book by A, Babakov on the Soviet arvmed
forces in the post-war years, A, Reznichenko challenges Babakov's
description of post-war periods of military development,  Eabakov
postulated that the distinct pericds were 1345-1353, 1954-19671, 19&:-
1972, and 1973-1326, Reznichenko argues for the subdivision of 1345~
1960, 1362-1370, and 1371-1385, His argument clearly delineates the
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period of the revolution in wilitary affairs (1367-1970) and the period
when the Tc«1et5 adopted a dual option (1971-13253, He strongly implies
Hat a new pericd has begun in the wid-1980s characterized by the rapid
chanoing pace nf conventionar technology and the emecgence of high-
orecision weaponry as the first noticesable facet of that change, The
growing importance of the new weaponry will probable accentuate
techniques ihe Sovieibs developsd in the 1370s to deal with the menacing
presence of nuclear weapons, Specifically, the Soviets will develop
tional and tactical maneuver technigues aimed at pre-
trali

further opera
enphing or neutralizing effective enemy use of any weams of mass

destruction, nuclear or conventional, See ¥V, Reznichenko, “Sovetsiie
vooruzhemnye sily v poslevoennyl pericd” [The Soviet armed forces in the
post-wap pu“lnﬂ] rommunist voorgyshepnvikh gil [Communists of the armed
forcesl, No, 1 (Janwary 19380 26-23, Soviet concern over Western
technological dominance and an inability of the Soviet economy or
resgarch and development organs o keep up with the accelerating pace of
evolving weaponry may have, in part, prompted Soviet recent emphasis on
defensiveness in search for pepedyshka-—a breathing spel l-—to undercut
the pace of Western weapons' develooment and ' = to keep
pace
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